
TWO SIDES OF TARIFF QUESTION
(Continued From Flrat. Pn.a-e.)

now la to seem to yleld without really
Vloldlng. / llelnlril Promlfce.

I Hubmll thnt tlie *.ernocrntlc plnt¬form accuratciy elescrlbocJ the Jlcpub-Mchii posltion when lt refnrs lo "tlm
lioliitod protnlse" made by tlie Roptib--llcan leadnrB as "n tarrly recognition
Tif tlie rlghtootiHnoss of thc Democratio
InoHltlon on thls e|iiestlon." Tlie Domo-
r?i-ntlc party In Its platforms antl
iliruugh its reprosotitatlvea ln Cong-esa
Iiiih for years polnted out that tlie
tarlff scheelulcs are oxcesslvely hlgh,

.nnd ought to hc reduced, lnil..the R_-
puhllcans have, until recently, rofUsed
to aelmll that thero was any iieccsslty
for reduction.

They now confess, through tholr
Platform nnd through thelr preslden¬tlal candldato, that tho need for re¬
vlslon Ih hc* great as to Justlfy the
party ln declarlng "uncqiilvoeully for
.i revlslon of the tnrlff," and tho need
ls so urgent thnt tho work Ih to bo
itndertakcn at " a Bpee-lal sesslon of
Congress Immedlately followlng the
-naugurallon of the next Presldent.-
The uso of thc word "unequlvocally**
Indlentcs that thoso1 who wrote tiio
Iilnlform rocognj.0 thnt they are un-
<lor susplclon. They want to cllstln-
XtilMh thls protnlse from the unkept
prOmlses ot fhe pnst by iielcllng as em-
phattc an aeljcctivc ns could bc found
Jn tho dlctlonary. If former Repub¬
lican promlses luiei boen conBClcntiotiis-
ly ftilflllnd, It mlght n*ot hnve been
necessary to thus ntretlgtlien the protn¬
lse made this yoar. Tlie use ot tho
¦words "Immeeilatcly oJfter tlie tnuug-
urntlon*' Ih evldence that thc Repub-
lle-nn leaders are con.clous that tlie
jiatlence of the publlc Jlus been strnln-
«-d to tho polnt of breaking, aml It Is
fllmosl pnthetic to note tlie sollcitude
M-hich they now fc;el about dolng a
t h n c; whlch. but for wllful negl-Ct,
mlght have been dono at any tlme dut-
ing tho last ten years.

Are we not Just'fled In saylng that
"tne peopli- ennnot safely Intrust tlie
exocutlon of thls Important work to
a party whlch is so deeply ohli_-at-t"
to tho hlghly protected Interests as 1.
the Ropubllcan party"? I'lie "fat fry-
Ing" procoss hns become famlllnr to
thc American pooplo. Frossurcv has
been brouHht to hear upon the prolect-
<ed interests every four years.and tn
& loss o;r*ent In tlio congresslonnl eam-
pnlgnii hotwooii presldentlal electlons.
to compel Contrlbutlons to thu cam¬

palgn fund in return for former fa-
vors and In antlclpatlon, of favors yet
to come. Il is dlillcult to overestltnate
the corruptine- Influehe-OH Introiluce.-el
into the polltlcal llfe of the nutlon by
this partnershlp between tho govern¬
ment and the fnvoreel lndustrles.

SelfisU Appenl.
The llteratuio olrculatod ln support

of a protectlve torlif has studlou-ly
-tiltlvated thc ldea that suffrage slioiilel
bc employed to secure jiccunlury re¬

turns. and the appeal made by tho
Republican leaelcra has come to bc
more ond more a sclffsli one. Everji
m«n engnged ln a protected Industry
lias been approuchod wlth tho proposl-
tion thnt it l;i dollars in hls pocket
to mntnt.-iln the system, whlle thone
who cotllel not posslhly trace nny tan-
gihlo heneflts to themselves have been
beguUeel wlth thc asaurancc tha. It
wns nll n matter of public splrlt. anel
that they ought to support the system
aut of patriotlc love e_f country. ll
attentlon was called to thc fact that
tho farmer was tato. for the heneti!
of the uianufacturcr, the trlplo answoi
wa3 that It wouhl come bue-k to hln
Indlrectly; that lt ellel not amount tx
much for each farmer anyhow, nn.

that* a man was sinall-mliieled whe
v.-onld beegrudge so lnstgnlflcatil a
coritrlbutlon to the natlon's prospcrity
The plan has been to keep the ta\-
pnyers qulet hy kooplnjj thohV ln the
dark as to the operatl'.n of tho law
nnd then to concentrate- the votes am
Influence of the tax-eaters in favoi
of a eontlnuatiein of hlgh tarlff legis¬
latlon, If a tarlff of ."o per cent. wai

lmposed upon a glven artlcle ot iner
chandl.c, It was assumeel tlmt those en

gaged In tlie productlon of the artich
would contrihufe^ lihe'raily lo keep u|
tho tarlff. It was also jssumed tha
the employes wouhl voto wlth theli
cmploves to keep from having theli
v.agc-s* reduroel, aod lt was expcctce
that tlio business men of the towi
woulel also vote for the tarlff because
of the buslness brought to the com
munlty by the protected industry.
Thoso who are aoqualntcd wlth tIn

iHrlft fight know to what an uxtem
Ihe pectmlary argumont lia* been used
The recent Republican platform ls :

bugle <-all * 1 every beneflclary of
>-peolal prlvi,.ge. to enllst a.;aln un
elT the Republican banner. anel whei
the electlon Is over aml tlie Bepubli
can commlttee publlslios the llst o
rontrlbutors.too lato to mako the ln
formation vnlunble.it wlll bo foune
that tho Ropubllcan pnrty has agall
so obllgatc-d itself to the protectee
interc.Ua as to be- unable to make i

revlslon ln thc interests of, the con
.uniers.

With a Presldent who. toward tlu
close of hls term. ndmitl.il the ncces
8lty for tarlff revlslon, wlth a two
thl'rds majorlty In tht- Senate une
nearly elxty majorlty in the House
the Bepublican party has refused t.
permlt any revlslon whatever. Mr
Wllllams, the leader of tlie minortty fi
the HouRe, Introduced a bill provldini
for a reduction of tlie tarlff to 100 pe
cenL, wherever lt .1. now more thai
100 per cent. It would look llke th
Republican party mlght have takei
thls step toward tarlff revlslon, hnd I
been deeply ln earnest; but no, th
bill was not even reported from th
commlttee. Whencver attentlon wa
called to an lndefenslble schedule, th
answer was that they could not af
ford to open the subject for debat
Just beforo a campalgn. but there I
no force In thls objectlon because th
House rules are so framed that th
majorlty can cut off debate. preven
amondmont nnd sllence opposltion.
The admlnlstratlon has claimed credi

for the flne agnlnst the Standard Ol
Company ln the case which was latel;
reversed, but no effort has boen mud
to relieve the people from the fln
.whlch ls lmposed upon them evory da:
by the Standard OU Company throug
the operatlon of thc tarllf law whlc
fflves that company more than 100 pe
ccnt. protection against its chlef rlva
Russia. What falth can a real tai-li
reformer, whether he be a Republlca
or a Domocrat, rcpose in the Repttb
llcan loaders, when they deliberatel

?ut off all reduction until nfter elec
lon, and then call for contrlbutloni

wlth the understandlng that the pub
lie shall not know the names of th
contributors until after the polls ar
olosed?

Campalgn Coutribullon.
Tho Republican platform says that th

tarlff is lntended for the American man
wfacturers, farmers antl producors, an
especlally for the wage-earners. lf th
farmer and the wage-earncr are reull
the chlef beneficiarles of tho .protec
tive system, wlll the Republican can
efllelate explain why the farwor and th
wago-earner havo contrlbutod so 111
tlo to the Republican campalgn fund
.Is he wllllng- to publlsh a llst of con
trlbutors on tho 15th day of next Oc
tober nnd allow tho relatlve advantag
of proteotlon to tlio mnnufacturer, th
farmer ancl tho wage-earncr to
mensured by the contrlbutlons recelve
from each class? Why is it that th
manufneturors are expected to furnis

\ _o large a proportion of the money. t
run the campalgn, lf, as tho Rcpnbl!
enns clalm, tho farmers nnd tho labot
e.s. enjoy so largo a proportion ln th
benefits of tho system?

Is lt pot a signiflcant fact that tli
farmers and wage-earners who are a

S-sys put ln tho foreground when tli
lessings of a hif-h tariff- are hein

.numerated are in tho backgroun
When the collections are being made
ts It not signiflcant that the manufae
turers who furnl.h the funds aro f
llttle advertlsod as boneficlarles? 1
Jt not signiflcant also that tlie wagi
jmrnors, lnstead ot the manufucturer
_re always descrlbed as "tho most d
Vect bonoflclarlos of the proteoth
system?"
But lot us supposo, for the snke e

>rgument, thnt tho Ropubllcan parl
ilnceroly repents of Ita clolay In begii
.ing tarlff reform, repucllutos its obl
ffations to tho oontrlbutlng nianufni
Furer. and honostly hoglns a "rovlslon
What rule ts to govern the rovisioi
rho Republican platform says:

"ln all tarlff legislatlon, tlio trt
ljrinctple of protectloit i.r bost mali
r__p_i>, j_tv_u__ ._.»_slt___, o_ such duti

n« wlll equnllhe ellfterenen between
tho cost of prenlucllon nt homo nnd
nbrond, together wlth n reasonable pro-
flt to Ainerlcnn lndustrles."
Mr. Taft Indorses thia rule nnel sayR

Ihnt "In a ntllnber of schedillen Ihe
tnrlrf now exceecls thl.* elirference, anel
Ihnt tlie excess offers a tetnptntlon tn
those whei woulel monopoll/.o tho prn-
cluctlon nnel salo nf such artlcles ln

Ithls country." Ile aelds, however, thnl
!"thcre nro some few artlcles on whlch
the tarlff Is not sufllclently hlgh to
glve theni the niensurc of protectlon
they should recelve."

"llen-mtiBlile Prolll."
Wlll ho explnln upon whar. rulo the

present tarlff was frntned? Whon hnve
tlie ltopiibllcnns clnlnicel more- protec¬
tlon than enough to cover tlie ellffer-
ence In the cost of proeluctlon herr
and abroad? The "reasonable proflt tn
Amnrlcan Ineluslrlos" ls an aeldltlon tc
the rule. aml ls llkely to be Used a?
nn oxcuso for ralslng'the tarlff. And
by tho wny. to whnt other biislnesf
uloes (110*"governnient gunrnntcc a "roft-
jsonnhle proflt?" To the farmer or thn
merchnnt or tho laborer? To none ol
these-. lf in rV-vlsIng thc tarlff tlio Re-
publlcan pnrty Is to work upon oxact-
ly the same plan (eir a plan contem-
jplatlng a hlgher rnte). what hope have
we thnt the new tarlff wlll bc lowei
thnn tho present one? Are the present
[leaders more honest than the ones whe
frarned the exlstlng tnrlff? Aro thoy
not. ln fael. tho sitnie mon who are
rc-speinslblo for larlff extortlon durlns
the lnst decado? If thls new-horn .enl
for revlslon were an hundred ilnioi

jgrc-aler thnn hls not.lrtcatlon spoee.-h ln-
dlcates, what clionco would tlie Repub-

jllcati cnndldate hnve of securlng nnj
real tarlff reform nt the hands of sucl
Ropiibllcuns, as now represent thal
pnrty In the *Sennte and House. the
ve-ry men who ropresented It ln the
recent national conventlon?, Speakei
Cnnnon. who has suppres.sed tarlff leg¬
islatlon In thi! present Congr-ss. wa.'
n eloinlnntlng fuctor ln the conventlon
trnd, if th,, Republlcans retaln contro
lof the House, wlll be the Spcnker o
the next Concress.

Does hls promlnence afford tarlff re
formers anv aasuranco of n reductlot

[Of the tnrirr ln the Interest. of the cdri
sumers? ln case of a Republican vlc
torv, Congresytiian Sherinnn wlll be
e'oiuo tlie presldlng offlcer of the Sen
nto. Uo hns been tlie confldenlln
companlon of Speaker Cnnnon, and ii
tho coliventlOn Ii wns .peakcr Cannot
who vouched fnr hlm. But ns a mntte
nf fact, Mr. Shcrman's stand-pallsn
neeeleil ne, Indorsetnent' hls record
a guaranty thal no beneflclary of spoIclal prlvllct.es wlll be dlsturbed. I
was Cohgcessman Sherman, who, ln
speech ln the Houso on tho ISth of 1ns
Aprll. boast fully declared, "We rccog

,|nl.e tlie fact that WO have a Repub
Henn majorlty In tlie Senate, tliut w,

lj hnvc n Ropublicnn majorlty In thl
House, thnt Is rendy to resort to over;

,1 legal, every .proper constltutloV-i
,] right to enact suc'n legislatlon as
eloems for tho best interest for th

.! greatest number of our people. nm

jiwhlch Is wllllng nnel ready to accep
full responslhillty for all those mcas

'lures which are Introduced here- am
I whlch aro not enacted Into law."

The Reptibllcnn platform suusrost
that there should be a maxlmum tnrll
nml a mlnlmum.the maximun

j to he used In retallntlon an-
.jthe mlnlmum Ih orellnnry case«
.'Thls l« meroly addlng delusloi

tr. proerastlnntlnn and uncertalnty. W
;'have prominent Bepuhlicnn nuthoriti

Se nator Dolllver nnd Senator Hnniu
tn prove tliat ln tho present law th

,.iales wore kne.wlni?ly made hlsrhe
Jithan necojisary with the undorstandlnj

that reeiuctlons woulel bc made to sc
cure forelgn trade.

*! Mr. Dolllver snlel in the Senate n

*| January 13, 190.1: "lt ls true that 1
'I the bill which he (Mr. Dingley) re

j. peerteel from the fommltte-f on Way
il ancl Means. lie eliel put dutles up fo

the express purpose of having thei
"Igraded down." Mr. Dolllver Inslste
Hat thc reclproclty provlslon In th

*l Dingley act was as ellstlnctly a pai
of the tarlff policy as the coal schedtil
anel c'jinplalneel that "not one line c
thu wlsdoin of James G. Blaine romalr

Jl ed on tho statuto books." nnel tha
[.'.'not a step hael been taken to fulf
, tho purpose of the last Buffalo nci
,! dress of Presielont Me-Kinloy." An

yet tho very men who present this nc
plan prevented the carrylng out of th
old plan.

Who Draw* Mrnsure-f
The schemes rcsorted to hy the me

who hnve grown rlch by lnying tnri
burdens upon the country are mor
numerous than novel. Tnrlff measure
whlch emboely the princlples of prr.
tecilon are not drawn by legislator
althougli as n matter of courte.y the

l generally bear the names of legl?' lutors; they nre really drawn by tli
', representatlves of the Interests whlc
: demand protectlon. These representc
[ tlvea clalm to he the guardlans of tli

laborlng men, and yet they carefull
avoiel writing Into the law anythln
that wlll requlre the gtiareiiana to exe
ciite the trust. It is str'dnge that s
many votors have been so long de
ceived as to the object anel the opert

. tlon e»f the laws which are ostensibl
e'esigned for the protection_ of tl
wage-earners; it can only be'accountc
for on the theory that the voters ha\
not '-unelerstood either tha theory e

protection or the facts that are relte
upon to support lt.

In ordlnary affairs there Is no dl:
ference between a tarlff rcformer ar
a protectionlst. They meet togetlu
in business, in society, in the lodt
room aud in the church. In the
daily life they apply the same ruh
and are gulded by the same busine:
rules. This .imllarity manlfests Itse
all through llfe anel up to the vei
hour of death. If a protectlonl
makes a wlll, h.e makes It upon tl
same plan that the tarlff rcforim
follows. As death approaches, he e:

f tlmates the va_ue ot hls propert
leaves to his wlfe and chlldren whi
he wlshes them to havo, and the
makes such bequests as he Ukes
public instltutlons and to those ou
side of the family: and such part i
he leaves to his wlfe and children 1
carefully dlvldes among them, glvlr
to each a definlte share. He does n<
glve all hls property to pne child at
say' that he trusts the child to de
falrly with the rest of the famll

... Why? Becauso he knows hls chlldre
and would not put a'child in a pos
tilon where selflshness mlght let
hlm to do lnjusttce to other membe
of the family. No, he would not tru
hls own flesh nnel blood to deal fair
wlth those roared at tho same flr<
slde with hlm: and he ia wise ln n<
placing thls temptation beforo ono
hls own family. But when a prote
tionist comes to make a tarlff law, 1
acts on an entlrely elllTercnt plan: 1
votes mllllons, yes, h'undrods of ml
Hons of dollars to manufacturers who
he has never seen, and trusts them
bo Just In the dlstflbutlon of the tru
fund among-nioir uipioy c.. And wh
has been the result? Just what mig
hnvo been expected:.the manufactu
ers hnve appropriated tlie trust fut
to their own use and havo pald the
employes only such wages as tra>
Eondltlons compelled.

llniiiCMlenil Strlke.
Tho Hcmostead strlke occurred aft

the Republican conventlon of 189
,i nut beforo tho Republican candlda
. wrote hls lotter of accoptance. I
>, could not Ignoro tho strlke, for lt pr
o sented an objoct lesson whlch oven

high-tariff Ropubllcan could not ft
to see. So Mr. Harrison, tho canc
date, referring to the strlke, said:

"I regret thal all employers of lab
nre not just and consiclerate and th
capital somotlmes takes too large
share of the profitslV "Too large
share of the proftts"? Yes; more thi

f, that. The protected manufacture
, have secured, tn many caaes, a tarl

ot mopo than twlce tho perconta
pald to workmen In wages. Tho n
proflts of tho steel trust. last ye

Ia were just about equal to tho entl
amount pald in wages, ancl the wag
constltuted fess than 25 per cont.
tlie total value of tho rn-oduot. A
cording to thia statement,¦.¦ each wor
ing man employed by the steel tn

sf earned, oh an average, not only t
cy amount paid to him, but 100 por ce
i- proflt besldes for his employer. Al
I- I may ndd, whlle theso bonenolar;

of protectlon havo been pretendlng
make the tarlff laws for the dlrc
bonoflt of tlto employes, those sai
employes huve, as a rulo, been ke
closo to tho hunger llne, whilo. ma
of tlio employers hn,ve become the pe

.1 le-mnrg of the "swollcn fortunes" wli

now monrtce Ihe natlon's morals ns
well ns Its btmlncss.
Aml yet the Republlenn pnrty was

not wllllng that a slngle Item on the
steel schodiilo should ho touched, and
llio Ropubllcan t-umpnlgn cnminlttee,!
wlll not dnrn to puhllsh before tho-
electlon llic cnntrlhutlons thnt hnvo!
beon tnnde. or wlll bo mado to the
Republican campalgn fund by the men
most largelv IntoroHtoel ln the steol
trust.
Let mc show you how tlio (nrlff

operntes. . I have here a stiitoinent
innelo hy Mr. II. R. Mlles, chalrninn uf
Ihe tnrlff coinmlttee ot th» Natlonal
Assoclatlon of Mnnufacturers, nnd;
head (if the ngrlculturnl lmplement|
trust. Tho slutoment nppenrs ln thel
American lndustrles of November IS.I
1907. a pnper whlch Is jiow supportlngi
tho Itopublicnn tlckot vnnel maklng a
special fight ngnlnst the lnbor plnnk,
eif the Dcmoorntlc plntform. llore Is
whnt Mr. Mlles says!

show Ijp «r Orsft.
"I have mndn money every year out

of the; tarlff graft, not much, but still a

llttle.
"The tarlff hnrons rnlsecl thelr prlce

$60,000 to me. I made n .charge ngnlnst
the Jobberof $60,000, aml I know thal he
charged more than $70,000 for the $60,-
000 he pnld me. Before rcachlng tho
consumer. the $50,000 charge became
nhout $100,000 to be pald by the agri¬
cultural consumer.
"The munufacturor who woulel pros-

per must make a Joublo proflt. one by
the shrewtl management of hls busl¬
ness. and another l«y still shrewelcrjmnnlpulatlon In Washington.
"We have no great illITiculty lni

Hhopplngabroad. for w-e could get as;
hlgh prlces as at homo. We are so
hold up. however. by our supply peo-j
ple that to most of us there Is very,
scant proflt In forelgn buslness.
"When Congress gave us 45 por cent..!

wo needlng only 20 per ccnt.. they gave
uh a congresslonal permlt. If not an
Invltation. to consoltdate, form one
great trust and advance our prlces 25
per cent.. belng the elifference between
tho 20 per ccnt. needed and the 45 per
cent. glven."
Mr. Miles shows how the tarlff ralses

prlces to those who, In miinufacturlng.
havo to buy other manufactured pro-
elucts. Thls expense Is trnnsferred to
jthe next purchaser. Tho jobhor charges
a proflt on the tarlff as well as on

the cost of the nrticle. anel each por-
son who hnndles the preieluct collects
n proflt. so thnt, accordlng to Mr. Mlles.
the flrst charge of $50,000 becomos
$109,000 bv the tlme lt ronchos the con¬
sumer. Mr. Mlles in another artlcle
ostlmates the tot.il loss to the peoplo
nt $.",00,000,000 nnnually. The state¬
ment of Mr. Mlles also shows that tho
tarlff law ls an Invltation to consoli-
dnte. aml that. havlnr been glven the
tnrlff on the theory tfcat It Is needed.
the manufaeturera naturally assume
thnt lt i« inteiideel that they shall take
advantage of lt. even if they have to
comblnc to do so.
How wlll Mr. Taft explaln to tho ave¬

rage man the benefits of protectlon?
Mo cnn e.-aslly convlnce a trust that lt
protlts by the tarlff. hut what about
thc victim of the trust?

Who "Wlll Actf
No Repuhlicnn leader wlll now cleny

that reductlons ouj.ht to bo mnde. but
who Is to make the reductlons? The
onlv answer Kiven by tho Republlcans
Is that the latln" oiiRht to bo reformed
hv Its frlends; that Is. thnt thoso who
mnile* tho lnst tariff law should bc ln-
trusled witli the making of a new
Inrlff laW. Rut suppose the people
adopt tho Republican hlen anel intrust
the making of the tarlff law to Repub¬
lican Congressmen: what wlll bo the
method of procedure? Fortunately for
tho voter. Mr. Miles explalns this also.
In tho Aprll, 19'is, number of Amer¬
ican lndustrles. Mr. Mlles says: "The
people Inatruct and trust Congress to
era-it just. cqultablc and ample protec¬
tlon."

Is not thnt just what the Republi¬
can leaders clalm to favor? They want
vou to "instruct and trust Congress
tei grant just. equitable and ample pro¬
tectlon." And whnt eioos that mean?
Mr. Miles says that Congress "trusts
the Ways and Means Commltteo." Anel
n ncpubllcan leader wlll tell you that
this fs also proper. Then what? Mr.
Mlles says thnt "thls committee trusts
sucli persons as Mr. Dalzell," and that
"they.they trust the trusts."
The method ot procedure is slm-

ple. It is a case of confidence. The
voters have confidence lu Republican
leaders; the leaders have confidence in
a Repuhlicnn Congress, a Republican
Congress has confidence ln the Ways
and Means Committee; thc Ways and
Means Commltteo has confidence in the
men who represent the trusts. and the
trusts wrlte the tarlff law and thus
secure to themselves the right to levy
trlbute upon the publlc. So accus-
tomed have Republican leaders become
to allowlng thc protected interests to
write tho tariff schedules that so emi-
nent and honorable a man as Senator
Hoar. of Massae-husetts. said. In elis-
cusslng the McKlnley bill, then before
tlie Senate:
"Instead of comlng hefore your sub¬

commlttee for a formal hearing on our
Massachusetts lndustrles, 1 thought the
best way was to carefully prepare a
table of "all tho various lndustrles, per¬
haps some sixty or seventy ln all. and
ask Brother AJdrlch to go over them
with me and ascertaln whnt the peoplo
wanted ln ench case. anel If there were
any cases where tlie committee liad
not already elone exactly what the pe-

'"' litloners ciesirod or had not inflexibly
s passed upon the questlon, I could hnve
8 a hearing before you, but I flnd ln
f every instance .the actlon of the com-
.e'jmittee as Mr. Aldrich thlnks It llkely
;t' to be,' Is entlrely satisfactory to the
8'interests I represent, with the excep-
r tion of one or two' and the papers In

regarel to those cases I have handed
'. to Mr. Aldrich."
.,! One Mnn Htiled.

Mr. Mlles, whom I have before
quoted. says In American lndustrles
of Aprll of thls year:
"People asklng a government repre-

sentatlve for rellef on another sche¬
dule wero by that representatlve re-
ferred to *t New England tnanufacturer,
the offlcial agreeing to act in accord-
ance with tlio protected manufacturor's
wlshes. Said the manufaeturera: 'I
wrote that schedule myself. 1 did not
Intend that lt should he lntorpreted ns

s severely as It has been. but havlng
beon so interpreted, T wlll not consent
to a modificatlon of it.' And thls man's
wlll remalns the law."
We would not expect a Jury to do

justlce to the defendant If it was com¬
posed entlrely of the relatlves of the
plaintiff; nelther can we expect a con¬
gress to do Justlce to the masses if
it ls composed of mtn who are'Mn sym-
pathv wlth and oblljated to the cor¬
poratlons whlch have for a j_eneration
been enjoylng speclnl prlvllcges.
Thero Is no prospect of roltcf from

a Republican Presldent aud Congress.
The Democratlc party, If lntrusted wlth
power, can and wlll reduce the tarlff.
The Democratlc platform not only

deinantls 11 reduction of the tarlff, but
It plalnly outlines tlie courso to be pur-
suotl In securlng the reduction. It he-
glns by proposlng tlir.t artlcles which
come into compe'tltlon wlth artlcles
controlled by a trust he placed on the
free llst. Whnt better place to begin?
Yenrs ngo Mr. Hnvomcyer, thc head

of tho sugnr trust, said that the tarlfl
was the mother of trurts; and her chll¬
dren nro many. Secro»ary Taft, ln hls
notificatlon speech, says that an exces-
slve tarlff serves no usoful purpose
"hut offers .a tomptallon to thoso whr
would lr.onbpoltze the production nnt
tho salo of such artlcles ln thls coun¬
try. to proflt by tho excesslvo rato,"
Now suppose the manufaeturera whe

have be.ll favored hy legislatlon cic
consplre agalnst. tho publlc and ontci
into a monopoly. What penalty de
the Republlcans suggest? None what-
over, Those mon are to bo consultef
about proposed changes, and if the nox'
Ropubl'can tarlff ia mado like formei
Republican tarlffs. nothlng wlll bo clonc
wlthovt the unanimoi:. consent ot thc
beneftolarlos.

Wl1.1t would be the effect of tht
reenieely._ proposed bv th. Demooratle
plntform? Slmply thls- A law gooi
into offoct at somo fixed tlnte ln tlu
future, anel lf the Democrats pass t
law, puttlng upon the free llst artlcioi
comlng lnto competitlan wlth- thosi
controllod by a trust, tho trust wll

3- havo until that date to dtssolve. lf thi
ch trust cuitsldei- tlm law too dtu.tlc, I

:an avold It by givliiif up |t_ monop-i
»iy.

Olher lleiueilles. |
Secretary Taft cmis this remedy "ut-

.oi-lv doHlrucllve,'' nnd ln hls nnxlcty to
irevetii li ovorloolcs the fnet that tho
I'einocratlC pnrty hns other romoilles|
'or tho trusts. Tf wo cnn succeOd ln
Ilspolvlng exlstlng trusts, nnel ln pro-
,-entlng Iho orgntilzatlein nf new ones,
thero wlll hc no trusts agalnst whlch
o uso the remorly of whlch he e;om-
¦,-liilns. There Is now n Inw nualnst
trusts, but lt has not bean sti.flcl.ntly
Miforced to rJ'evonl trusts. The Demo¬
crats dcmanil Its cnforcement; lt Its en-
rorcement rlela- tlie country of trusts,
ihen thls policy wliich Mr. Taft so
much foars wlll become perfectlyj
hnrtnless. lf the Democrats secure
icintrol of both tho Houso nnel thei
^onnte, they aro pledged to loglsbi-j
tlon whlch wlll make a privnte'
monopoly lmposslble. If the RopublM
¦uns roinln control of pnrt of the
legislatlve machlnery of the govern-
ment nnd refuse to Joln In tjie effort
lo make a prlvate monopol. lrnpos-
«ible, they are not In n posltion to
rom plaln ot tarlff leglslntlnn almed at
trusts. If thev refuse to asslst uh In
nxtermlnatlng 'the prlnclple «. prlvate
monopoly, they ennnot well object to
legislatlon necessary to prntcct the
people from trust extortlon.
Mr. Tnft dld iv*I refcr to the plnt¬

form de-nond tlmt wood pulp, prlnt
pape-r. lumber. timber nni logs bo
placed upon the fr.e llst. Why? Be¬
cause the PreHldent vnlnly iMSOtlght
Congress to cnact a Inw embodylng
pnrt of thls demand. lt Is absurd to
complnln ot the exhaustion of our for-
osts whlle we encournge tholr destruc-
tlon by a tarlff on tho productH of
forelgn forests.
But such legislatlon bocomes not

onlv a'follv bul n crlme when It is
rememhered that n hanelful of men
inonopollzo tho benefits flowlng from
the tnrlff on these thlngs, whlle tho
whole country bear* tho burden of the
tax. Hon. R. F. Pettlgrew, of South
Dakota, in a speech made ln the Lnlted
Ptntes Sennte, referred to an Impor-
tnnt statement, whlch nppeared In The
Northwestern Lumbermnn. February
"7 1S17. Senator Burrows, of-Michl-
ga'n, had referred to n Mr. Wlnchester
111 a man of great rellnbllity and truth-
fulness. and Senator Pettlgrew quoted
Mr. Wlnchester ns saylns ln the North¬
western Lumberman:

.lllllorte of (imtt.
..There wore n lot of Kontlcmen

from the Northwest. up Mlnnesota
way In Washington the other elay,
nnd 'they were slttlng ln Senator Bur.j
rOWs'S room. An Interestlng Incldci t

occurred there. Sonntor Burrows IS
chalrman-nf the commlttee The com¬

mlttee hnd not had a meotln-f .«*£..*"
lonjr tlme. They happened to bo seated
in that room. and ono nf the gentle¬
men from Mlnnesota had an envclopo
and lead pencll. He walked frour."!tho room nnd clphered up a llttle hlt,
and hn said: _,_'.»

" 'Mr Burrows. elo you know w nnt

$1 u thousand wouhl mean to this
crowd of men In here?*
"There were not ns many ln tlie room

ns there are hero. He said:
'"'An advance of $1 n thousand or,

lumber would mean $6,125,000 on last
vear's product.'**
f'ould more concluslve proor be eie-

s'lred* Ancl the Senator Burrows mon-
tloiic.I Is the samo senator Burrow.'
who actod as lemporary chalrman ol
the last Republican Natlonal Convon¬
tlon. and sounelccl tho keynote of tne

vhow long will the Republican farm-
01-K merchants anel laborlng men per-
mit a few men to mako tho tariff lawt
for their own pecunlary advantage am

at the expense of the rest of the coun-

r'Vhe second step In the reduction 01

the tarlff is a "materlal rcductlor
upon the necessitios of llfe. especlall:
upon goods competlng with such Amer
lenn manufacturos as are snld abroae
more cheaply than at home." At pres
ent the artlcles used hy the poor beai
a hlgher rato. ad valorem. than the
avtlcles used bv the rlch. This stnte
ment can be verifiecl by an examinati.it
of anv of the schedule.: A tax upoi
consumption. even whon lald with ab
solute Impartiality, boars heavlost upoi
the poor. because our neccssitles an

much more unlform thnn our posses
sions. Peoplo do not eat in propor
tion to thelr lncome: th'oy do not wen

clothlng ln proportion to thelr income
thev elo not use tnxeel goods ln pro
portion to thelr income. As all taxe:
¦must come out of one's Incomo. no mat
tor through what system levled o

collectcd tliey aro. Iu effect. incorm
taxes, and taxes on consumption an

really praduatccl income taxes, th'
largrest per cent. holng collected fron
those wlth the smallest incomc ane

the smallest per cent. from thoso wltl
the largest lncome. It Is only falr
therefore. that in an attempt to re
lieve the people from the iniqultles o

a Hlgh tariff, tlie poor, who are over
bimlened, should be glvon tirst consid

__¦___!
Ilenclll All llie People.

Then, too, a reduction ln thc taril
011 the necesslttes of llfe brings a hen
efit to all the people, whlle a reduc
tion in tlie tax upon luxuries wouh
benefit but a portlon of the people.

Surely no one wlll object to a re

duction belng made upon articles whlc
come Into competltlon wlth America
manufactures whlch are sold abroa
more cheaply than at home. The Amer
lcan manufacturer who sends hls good
to forelgr. lands anel there. wlthou
any protectlon whatever, coinpete
-ucces_fiilly wlth the manufaeturera 0

all the world. does not need a hig
tariff to meet eoinpetltlon in tho hom
market. Anel there are enough artlcle
sold abroad at a low price to assur
a large advantage to tho America
consumers through the carrylng bu
of this one plank.

Mr. Taft, however, flnds the greates
alarm In the followlng clause in ou

platform:
"Gradual reductlons should be mael

In such other schedules as may b
necessary to rcstore the tarlff to
revenue basls."
He regards" thls threateneel departut

from tlie protectlve system as fata
We are hero brought faco to face wlt
the theoretlcal difference between th
posltlons of the two partles on th
subject of tarlff. The Democratl
partv regards n tariff law as a reve
nuo "law, tho protectlon It glves bein
incidental; the Republican party re

gards a tarlff law as framed prlmarll
for protectlon, the revenue belng ir
cidental.
AS the effect of a glven rate on

partlcular artlcle ls the sarpe. whethe
levled for the purpose of revenue c
for the purpose of protectlon, lt ma
be well to define the dlfferenoe be
tween a revenue tariff and a protectiv
tarlff. A revenue tarlff ls so frame
as to collect a revenue and you sto
when you got enough; a protectiv
tariff mav bo so framed as to collee
but llttle'revenue, artd yet lay a hoav
burden upon the people.and you neve
know when to stop. To illustrato:
tarlff may bo niade so hlgh ns to al
solutelv prohlblt importatlon. lf,
such a' case, the manufaeturera ylel
to the temptatlon mentlonetl by M
Tnft antl comblne to take aelvantap
of the duty, tho .consumers wlll l
heavlly taxod. and yet nono tpt tl
money wlll reach the treusuryT
Let us supposo another case: If \\

Import one-tenth of 11 cortaiu klnd
merchandlse and produce athomenlm
tenths, and the- linported anel elomost
artlcles sell at tho samo prlce, the
the treasury recelves duty on tl
forelgn artlcle and tlio manufacturci
collect nlno tlmos ns much on the d<
mestlc artlcle aa the treasury collee
cn tho one-tonth importcd. It boconu
a matter of groat lmportance, then
fore, to tlie pe^oplo at large, whotln
tlio tarlff Is Intondod to rnlse a revi
nuo or is fi'nmed 111 the Interest of tl
manufncttirors and for the purpnsn
protectlon. No ono would thlnk of en

plovlng in a clty, a county or a Stat
a tax system under whlch tho ho'
of the tax wotild go to tho collectot
ancl yet tho Republican leaders d
nianel the contliiuanco of a system 111
der whlch tlio proteoted Interests r
celve far more than half the moni
collected from ihe people through tl
operatlon of a hlgh tarlff.

Tn* All for Few.
As a tarlff law interfores wlth tl

natural laws of trtulo ono who pr
posos a protectlve tarlff takes upi
hiniKOlt tlio burden of proof to sho
flrst, thal a protectlve tarlff ls rig
In prlnclplo; socond, that tt is wiso

t a inibllo policy, and. thlrd, tlmt lt

necessary. And, yet, whnt protectionlst
nttnmpts to present nn nrgument ln»
support of any one of theso proposl-:
tlon.4?

tn lt rlghl to tnx nll of tlie peoplo]
for Iho honoflt of n few? Whon; n

conimunllv hns attempted lo collect
taxes for the ubl of nn Industry, 't.'un
when thn Industry wns to bc locatoel
In tho eommiinlty. tlie hlghest cmii't.
In thc land Iijih eleclareiel such a tnx
to'he larcony In the form of law, If
a clty govornment. cannot rlghtfully;
tax nil the peoplo to brlng an Industry
Into tho clty, whero such beneilts as
nre eonforreel nre more easlly seen
and moro unlversallv enjoyod, who,
wlll say that a farmer In tlie Mlssolirl,
Valley cnn be i-lghtftitly ttixed to sup-1
port nn Industry In a dlstant Stato?|
As n matter of publlc policy, Is lt!

wlse thnt thrr lndustrles that do pny
should hv cQVipolloel to carry npein th'ur
bncks Itielustrles whlch, accordlng fo
this iirgnmcnts miule by tholr ropro-!
sentatlves, could not Ilve without atd?
Hnve we not seen thls system Intrn-
duclng corruptlon lnto pAlItics, and;ls it not hulldlng buslness upon an.
unsuhstatitlnl basls? Havlng secured a
tarlff from one purty, the behefi-larles Jloudly eleclare that the country wlll
hc rulned If nny other party obtalna
control of the government. Mnnufact-
urer.H have lntimlelated,thelr employes
nnd threatened them wlth a reduction
In wages unless a pnrty favorable to
the system wns continued ln powor.
Thls Is an olel devlce, nn.I thero nre;
Indlcatlonn thnt It ls belng resortod lo
agaln.

Ite-pulillenii llrllic.
The New Vork Leather Boltlng Com¬

pany has sent out a number of retters
to companies wlth whlch lt hns busl¬
ness eleallngs, asklng them to po»J
In thelr factories a notlce saylng: j

"BeUcvirig tlmt the electlon of Taft
and Sherman means a safe and conser-

[vatlve neltntnistratlon, tlio dny follow¬
lng thn electlon we shall start thls

|p!iuit on full tlme and keep golng."
Here Is a dlrect nttempt to Inlluence

jthe electlon by a brlbe. It Is vlrtually
a promlsc of wages lf the Republican
tlcket ls successful anel nn Impllecl
tli rent In care of Democratlc success:
hut. tho effer Is so made that lt gives
thc employes no gunrnnty of Its fulfil-
ment. The same klnd of promlses woro
made Ir. 1856, and yot for slx months
after thc electlon times were worse
thnn thoy were beforo. There were
Ibuslness fnllures nnel bnnkruptclcs. and
mnny Instltutlons that promlsed then-
employes i.toaely work and roocI wages
shut down or reduced wages. If any
factory po.-ets up the slgn whlch the
Leather Leltlng Company ls sendlng
ont. the employes ought to get to¬
gether and ask for a guaranty as to
tlte amount of the wages they are to
recelve artl as to the length of tlmo
during which the gunrunty Is to ex-
tciiel. If tho votes are to bc bought.
the pitrchtse prlco. at least. should be
made secure. lf the employes herl-
tage.clt'aenshlp.ls to be sold, he
ought, at least. to bo sure of hls mess
of pottage.

vlclous system.
But the whole system ls vlclous.

Bti.in.ss nhould not bo bullt upon leg¬
islatlon: It should stand upon Its own

merlt, and when it does stand upon
its own merlt we shall not only have
purer politics. hut we shall have less
tluctuntlon In buslness condltions anel
a moro equltable dihtrlbutlon of the
pre)ceeds of toll.

I cannot pnss from thls pnrt of my
subject without calllng attentlon to the
fact that Secretary Tnft has allowcil
hlmself to bo drawn Into tho uso of an

J acguim-nt which the beneflclarles of
protectlon have bee.i employing for a

generatlon. Spenklng of tho gradual
. oubstltutlon nf a revenue tarlff for the
[ protectlve system. hs says ln hls noti¬

ficatlon .'ipeech:
"The introductlon in power of a

party wlth this nvoweel purpose enn-

not but hnlt the aradual recovery from
our recent flnancial depresslon anel
produce buslness eltsaster, compared
wlth whlch our recent panic and de-
presslon will seem small Indeed."

Here ls a threat of a penlc If tho
Republican party Is not retalned in
power. Thls panic nrgument was work¬
ed overtlme in 1896, but I am surprlsod
that a Bepubllcan refors to It in tho
present campalgn.

Hcnubllcnn Pnnic..
We have had three panlcs slnce the

Republican pnrty was born.the panlo
of 187". the panic of 1893 and tlio pnnic
of 1907. The panic of 1873 came after
tite Republican party had been in com¬
plete control of the Federal govern¬
ment for twelve years, and. eleven
years before our party succeeded ln

'J securlng control of the executlve
j branch of the government.

The startllng "panic and depresalon*'
of 1873 occurred in the very mldst of
Republican rule, just after a Republi¬
can victory. anel under a hlgh tarlff.
Ia It not strane/o that Secretary Taft
should forget thls panic, when lie
warns us to beware of any departure
from tho protectlve system?
The panic of 11107 came after the

Republlcans"had been In complete con¬
trol of tho Federal government for
more than t.n years. They had had
an opportunity to do everythlng that
they wanted to do and to undo every-

I, thlng that needed to be undone, and
we were under such a hlgh tariff that
even Secretary Taft admitted the
necessitv of .revlslon. Thls panic was
so bad that banks felt it neuessary to
do somethlng that thev had never done
before, namely, arbltrarlly llmlt the

t nmount of money, thnt deposltors coulel
u draw on thelr own accounts. ".x-See-

retarv Shaw says that the strlngency
of 1907 was "the severest tho world
has ever wltnessed." With thls panic
fresh in his mlnd, ls lt not strango

'» that he should argtie that hls electlon
ls necessary to prevent a panic?

I havo referred to two of the three
panlcs, both of these comlng under
condltions whlch compel the Republi¬
can party to accept the responslblllty
for them. Now, lot us conslder tlie
pnnic of 1S9_. lf that cotuld be prop-
erly charged to the Democratic party,
It woulel orijy he one Democratlc panic

1* to two Repu'bllc/n panlcs. But can lt
li be falrlv charged to the Democrats?

I'nfiilr Cbarijf.
lt came, lt ls titue, a few months

nfter the Inauguratton of a Democratlc
Presldent, but lt came whlle the Mc-
Klnley hlgh tariff was still ln effect
and before a slngle Republican law
had been repealed. anel lt camo from
causes thnt wore ln operatlon before
the electlon. In fact, lt was the fall¬
ure of the Ropubllcan party to do Its
elutv, and satls/y tho people thal
brought ubout a Domocra.tie victory
and these causes would have brought
on a panic. oven lf tho Republican
pnrtv hnd remained ln powor. Now*

tl tlila'is tho record, afid yet, in aplte ol
p this record, tlie Republican candldate

presumos to thrcaten a panic ln case
of Democratio huccoss.
Tho thlrd proposltlou whlch the pro¬

tectionlst must ostahllsh, namely, thal
the tarlff asked for Is necessary, if
is ti II less consiclered. It ls true thal
we pay hlgher wages per day than are
pald elsewhere, but that does noi
necosaarlly mean that the actual laboi
cost of an artlcle ls hlgher hero thar
ubroael. On the contrary, tlie rule ii
tlmt high-prlced labor producos r
cheaper artlcle than low-prlcod labor
Manufacturers of hardwaro wlll tel

Df you .that thoy can export hartlwa-H
which contalns a great deal of laboi
anel n small amount of rnw materlal
but that thoy cannot oxport hardware
ln whlch the raw materlal constltuto;
a largo proportion of the valuo. Wi
aro sonding manufactures of steol al
ovor the world. Tho steam englne, fo:
Instnnce, ls made by skllled labor, an(
yet we can send fr abroad and def;
compotltion,

Whnt llrliiMH Hlgh IVngcul
Our oloctrlcal niachlnery is made b;

nf skllled. labor, and yot we have no fon
of foroign compotltlom even ln the for
eign markets. Our agricultural ma

Ik chln'ery ls made by skllled labor, am
s, yet we export it to all countrles. Ou

sewlng machlnos are manufactured b;
iikilled labor, but tho American trovolo
linds our sewlng machlnos everywhere
nnd tho llst could bo extended lndefl
nltely,

For twenty-five years the Amerlcnt
worklng man has beon told that he re

lie eelvoB hlghor wagea than the Engll-l
workmnn, sololy because of protectlon
hut our wago-earners now know thu
thia cannot be duo to protectlon, bo
cause tho Engllali workiuan recelve
hlghor wogen thnn tho German work

is j man, aUlipuffh the German tarlff '

______.=.. -¦ 'i ¦-*."** ....Ull'.' .

Saturday Specials
Every department is made to contribute to this sale. Here,

there and all over the store are small lots that must be cleared
out. Some are marked as low as one-half their original selling
'price. Just a few items to point out how we clear the shelves
and counters:

$15.00 Blue Serge Suits,
Sizes 35, 36, 40 and 42.

$18.50 Fancy Worsted Suits,
AU Sizes. /

$7.75
$10.75

$3.00 Children's Wash Suits..-.. $1.50
$2.00 Children's Wash Suits, ...... $1.00
$1.00 Children's Wash Suits.50c
Knee Pants, sold up to $1.00, Saturday, ... 59c
J. & L. Imported Madras Shirts, $1.50 and $2 values, . 89c

JACOBS & LEVY
hlgher thnn thc tariff of Great Brltaln.

Protectlon does not mako good wages.
Otir bettor wages aro due to thc great-
er intelligonc. and aklll of our work¬
men. to the greater hope whlch free
Instltutlons glvo them. to .n,Pf.°.vc1<*
mnciiincry, to tlie better condltions
that surround them. and to the organ¬
lzatlons whlch hnve been formed nmong
the wnge-earners.
A revenue tarlff wlll not brlng a

panic; lt wlll not inaugurato Industrlal
depresslon; lt wlll not reduce wages;
on tho contrary, ll wlll stlmulate bus¬
lness nnd glvo moro employment nnd
a larger demand for labor wlll De a

guaranty agnlnat the reduction or

wages.
A reduction of the tarlff wlll reduce

the extortlon that is now practiced
because of the hlgh schedules; a re¬

duction ln prlce wlll cnnble more peo¬
ple to ntiv. nnel thls larger demand fot
Uie gooilB wlll put more peoplo to

work and increase tlie number ot ln¬

dustrles. A lower prlce will greati>
stlmulate cxportatlon. a"d,ma,u,fn,c.t"Ir(:
ers who nre now crlppled byn tarlff
upon what they use wlll be bettet. pre-
parod to enter fhe contest for suprem-
acy In the world's trade.

Trade .Should Bc Mnlual.
We cannot hope to Invade .«*»*,"*>f"

markets to the extent we should until
wo rellcve our inanufacturers of thc
handlcap that protectlon plao**- upon
thom ln the purchase of matcrlals they
have to use. Nelther cian wc hope to

contlnually Increase our exports wlt i

out Increaslng our Imports. J.'>e
must bn tnutunl lf lt ls to bc petma-
ncnt. Presldent McKlnloy n^gnlxeC
this. and ln the lnst speech that he

mado he polntcd out that we mus

bur from other natlons lf we expect
to sell to other natlons.
The Democratlc plan does not con-

templnte an immedlate change froir
one system to the other; tt expressls
declares that thc change shall be gracl-
ual. ancl a gradual chango ls only.poa-
sllilo whero the country ls satlsnec
wlth the results of each step taKen.
We elect a Congress every twi

years and a Presldent every four years
and the people can soon stop an:
policy lf the results of that policy ar,

not satlsfactory. But we belleve tha
tho experlence tlte people nav.
had wlth "protectlon for pro
tectlon's sako" has led them te
favor a restoratlon of the tarlft bj
gradual steps to a revenue basls. ane

wo are convlnced that the advantage:
followlng each stop will be so pro
nounced and thnt the benefits wlll be
so unlveraally enjoyod that there wll
bo no ces.atiou ln the progress toware
a system under whlch tho tarilt wlll hi
levled for the purpose of revenue ane

llmlted to the needs ot the govatn
ment. Tho low tarlff Inw of 1846 die
not produce a panic; on the contrary
It was so satlsfactory that when th
Ropubllcan party wrote ls flrst plat
form ten years aftorward the protectiv
priuclple was not Indorsed.

Income Tnx,
The Democratio party has deolarei

for an lncome tax as n part of tu
revenue system. nnel for a constltu
tional amendment as a means of se

curlng thls tax. Secretary 'laft an

nounces ln hls notificatlon speech tha
he Ih in favor of an lncome tax when
over the revenues are so low as to re

eiutre It, and expresses hls beliof tha
it Ib pos.lble to securo such a ta
without a constitutlonal amendment.

If lt Ih posslble to frame a law whlc
wlll avold tho objectlorts raised to th
lncome tax law of IS!>4, well antl gooc
bul that ls unccrtain. If an Incom
tax is desirable, surely Secretary Taf
cannot conslHtently onpose the adop
llon of a ooristltutlonal amendment. 1
thu piinciple Is right and the tax_wl.se
Congress ought to have authorlty t
leyy and collect such a tax, and n

supporter of Secretary Taft can o.
poso our posltion wltlintit dlssentln
from the Repuhlicnn candldate.
The whole alm of our party is to se

curo Justlce In taxatlon. Wo bellev
that each Indlvldual should contrlbut
to the support of tho government i
proportion to the benefits whlch h
recoives under the protectlon of th
government. We believo that a rev
enue tariff, approached gradually, ac

corcling to tho plan laid down In ou

platform, will oquall.e tho burden. c

taxatlon. and that the addltlon of a
Income tax wlll make taxatlon sti
moro eciuitable. If tho Republlca
party ls to have the support of thos
who flnd a pecunlary proflt ln tli
exerclso of thc taxing power, as

prlvate asset ln thelr buslness. w

ought to have tho support \ot tlm
large majorlty of the people who prc
duce the natlon's woalth in tlme c

poace, protoct the natlon'H flag in tim
of war. and ask for nothlng from tli
government but oven-handed Justlce.

C-oriilully Ue-elvcil.
Mr. Bryan. accompanlod by Mayo

Frank Bcown, of Llnooln; Prlvate Soc
retary Hobert F. Rose. and several cor

respoiulents, arrived at 9:30 o'clocl
this mornlng. Tho entlre party wa

tired. owlng to the long walt at th
statlon ln Llncoln. Upon arrlvnl 1

thls clty Mr. Bryan and thoKo who ac

companled him were. carrieel to tli

Savov Hotel. where the Democratl
candldate held an Informal receptlo
ln thc lobby.

*

At the atatlon to meet Mr. Bry."
were Mayor A. J. Mathls, of Do

Moiues; Mayor Sears. of Soulx CltJ
.Torrv Sullivan, Natlonal Commtttee,
riian Wade. Fred E, White, Democratl
candldate for C.overnor, and man

othor prominent lowa. Democrats.
Followlng brenkfast at the hotel M

Bryan was taken for a rlde throug
tho clty.
Thls rlde Included an un,cxpected "»

on Governor Cununlns in tlie exect

tlvo cltambers. The two nitm Indulgi
ln pieasant ropartee for ton mlnuto
Aftor luncheon Mr. Bryan- rested fe
several hours, ancl to-nlght, escortt
by the Young Men's Bryan Club ai
many prominent Domocrats, he pr.
coecled to tlie basoball park, where 1
was cordially chnored before speakin
At the concluslon of hls tari

speech he addrossed an ovorflow crov

|n "the Aiulltorluin aml advocated h
vlews regardlng the electlon of IJnite
States Senators by dlrect* vote of tl
people.

Mr, Bryan left Des Moines late t
niKht for Chicago. where ho wlll r

mnln three days nnd hold a few con¬
ferences with hls campalgn managers.

riniform Collnpaes.
DES MOINES, IOWA. August 21..

Whilo Mr. Bryan was speaklng ln tho
ball park thls evonlng the temporary',platform on whlch were seated.several,people collapsed. Nohody was hurt,.
anel thero wns no pnnic, but Mr. Bryan,
was Interrupted for flve mlnutes, whl'o
arrangements were made for hlm to
contlnue speaklng from the grand¬
stand, where he finished hls address.

Alleged Victim Is His 18-Year-
Old Stepdaughter of

Williamsburg.
[Spcclnl to The Tlmci-Dlspatch.]

WILLIAMSBURG. VA., August .21...
Tho case of the Commonwealth agalnst
.I. T. Blanks, called iu the Charles Clty
Clrcult Court, has boen continued un¬
til tlie next term owrng to tlie ab-
sence of ltnpprtant witnesses. Messrs.
Norvelle nnd Robert Ilenley, of thia
place, are defendanfs counsel, whlle
Commonwealth's Attorney L. M. Nance
Is being nsslsted In the prosecution
by Mr. Fay S. Colller. of Hampton.
The case ls one ot the most aggra-

vateel that has been before the court
of Charles Clty ln many years.

Blanks. who ls well advanced ln
years, Is a crlpple. hls legs belng
drawn and shrlveled. Mentally he
appears ns strong ns tho average man
of hls class. Ile stands Indlcted ot

i|tlie crlme of criminal assault and se-
ductlon, hls alleged victim being. his
elghteen-year-old stepdaughter, a
rather prepossessing young woma_».
In court yesterday the defendant

spoke famillarly wlth tho glrl, who
snillcd back at hlm as s*»e bowed;
The wlfo of tho accused, who Is tho

mother of the glrl, is loyal to hor
errlng husband, and alffhough sho says
he has done wrong, Blatnes tho "glrl
for tt all.

.ludge Tyler ngreed to accept ball for
Blanks In tho sum of $1,200. after an
earneat ploa for his roloase by hls at-
teorneys. A brother and several other
men agreed to glve thc bond, but the
former dlsappeared from court befor'e
lt could be glven.

Blanks Is still in J"ail. and publlc
sentlment ls greatly against hlm.

Rov. Norman Luck. who has been
pastor of Mount Pleasant Church,
Charles Clty. has resigned in order to
attend the Baptist Semtnary at Louls-
vllle Ky.
Presldent Lyon G. Tyler, of Willlam

and Mary, and Rev. XV. A. R. Good¬
wln, rector of Bruton Parish Church,
who are now in England. will sall to-
morrow for thelr home here.

CO-.01.l_li CABBLL AT SUFFOLK.

.Deltvern Speech In Interest ol Hls
Cnuilleliiey for Congrc__.

Spcclnl to The Tim.*-Dl8patch."J
SUFFOLK, VA.. August 21..Colonel

George C. Cabell. the thlrd congres-
sional candldate to address a Suffolk
audience durlng tho week. to-nlght
made a speech to a large crowd ln tho
open atr. The trlangular prlmary
comes off Tuesday.
The Portsmouth amatours went to

Frankiin. Va.. to-day, and wero beateh
by a score of 7 to 1. Batteries: Hay¬
den and Mttller; Trevllllnn and Stewart.
The sanltary condltions of Suffolk

to-dav were Inspected by Dr. Ennlon
Wllllams State Health Commlssloner,
of nichmond, ln company wlth Mayor
Norileet and Town Physlclan D. L.

llarrell The wnter ancl mllk supply
Wlll be analy-ed. Though there aro

only a few fever cases here. Dr. Wll-
liams says there is an epldemlc of
typhoid in some sectlons of Vlrginla.

BRYAX-I-ErtX-nYAIlS CLUB.

Jlrlstol Wlll ne n Boqster ln thc Petno-
.ratlc cnnipiilgu.

[Spcclnl to The Tlmes-DIapatch.]
BRISTOL, VA. August 21..;At .a

mass-meetlng of Democrats ln Brlsto ,

Va to-nlght a Bryan-Kern-Byars cluu
was organlzed. The offlcers aro Dr.
George E. Wlley. presldent; XV. W.
Uom-ne. vlce-presldent; Francls: m.

BIcklev, secretary. Tho club wlll glve
speolal attontion to the Interests of J.
Clovd Byars, Congressman Slemp's op-
ponent. The club was addressed by
Herbert G. Feters. A Bryan-Kern club
wlll ho organlzed ln Bristol, Tenn.,
next Frlday.

_

Little DUease lu Norfolk.
[Speclnl to The Tim«s-Dlnpatch.]

NORFOLK. VA., August 21..It ls .

sourco of great satlsfactlon to tne
Hoalth Department to notlce the great
decrease ln tho number of tj-phoin
fever cases reported this month.
Thelr records show that less than

one-thlrd of the numbor of cases have
boon roported thls August than for
the same period of July. From last
month's report of tho department lt
can he roadtly seen thut tho health or
Norfolk ls exeellent. ,.._-i.i_.-
Tha attentlon of the other \Irglnia

citles havlng boen drawn by thls re¬

port. Dr. Lnndon B. Edwards[.edltor
of the Virginia Medicai Monthly, has
prepared an edltorlal f(:r,tr,,lst ",0_ViU_.
lssuo of tho Journal on thls Intorostlng
subject.

___(

IlodKCM E.tute AppruUeil.
r_p__l_I to "he Tliue.-DI-pateh.].

CHATIIAM. VA.. August 21..Th«
personal property of H. L. Hodges, cle-
ceased. was on Thursday appralsad fo.
*ln,(102.05 bv Commlssloners R. M.
Shlelds. J. C. Shollhorse. and J. L-.Cat-j
ter D II. Norman, grandson of th<
decetised, quatifted as udminlstrator.

Chlldren tcethlng often suffer trotn
cholera Infantum. dlarrhoea or some
form of bowel complalnt. Dr. .eth,;
Atnotd's BHlsam '» tlm best rcmeily.
AVaj.untea bv JOHN !>'. BAUER. ,., «-?;


